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· What is EPA doing about the bark at Stimson Lumber, otherwise referred to as Operable Unit 5?


EPA sampled the bark at the Stimson property in 2007.  Of the 20 samples, 4 samples showed detection of asbestos.  We did not then, nor do we now have sufficient data to determine if the bark posed a health risk.  EPA plans to further characterize the bark pile this construction season which will include reanalyzing the archived samples and activity based sampling of the bark pile.


Because there are areas in Libby that EPA has not yet addressed and where asbestos contamination remains, every business in Libby has responsibility for treating any asbestos-containing material as regulated material.

In the Best Management Practices fact sheets that EPA has developed and made available to residents, contractors and tradespersons, residents and businesses are reminded to “Take care not to bring any contaminated clothing or material back to your home or business. Treat any asbestos containing material as regulated material and comply with all state and local regulations."


· Does the agency have concerns that recontamination of residential/commercial/municipal areas has occurred due to use of the bark/wood chips in and around Libby?

The potential for cross-contamination of properties resulting from the day-to-day commercial and private activities in Libby is a concern to EPA.  For this reason, we have provided local officials and the community with guidance in the form of Best Management Practices.  The Best Management Practices fact sheets caution residents and businesses to take care not to bring any contaminated or suspect material to their property and to treat any asbestos containing material as potentially regulated material.  EPA also has developed and made available the Environmental Resource Specialist (ERS) program to provide advice to local property owners and businesses. 

If a Libby resident has used bark from OU5 in their yard and EPA has not yet investigated their property for a potential soil removal, the property owner should notify the EPA contractor of the presence of bark from OU5, and the EPA contractor will sample the bark as part of that investigation.  If a yard has already undergone a soil removal and the property owner has placed bark from OU5 on their property since the removal, they should call EPA’s Libby Information Center or the ERS Program for assistance.  The EPA on-site Project Manager or the Environmental Resource Specialist will advise them on what steps to take.


· Should EPA have intervened earlier to stop/caution against the sale of the material, given 2007 sample results that showed presence of Libby asbestos?

Under Superfund, EPA does have the authority to address any “substantial threat” of a release to the environment of material containing low levels of asbestos, provided EPA has information showing that this release would present an unacceptable risk or an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health or the environment.  The 2008 summary of the 2007 wood chip sampling and the associated Activity Based Sampling (ABS) provided incomplete information upon which to base a finding of unacceptable risk or an imminent and substantial endangerment.  We will be collecting additional data this summer to further clarify what, if any, risk is posed by the wood chip material.  Also, the EPA presently does not have broad authority to simply ban the sale of all material containing low levels of asbestos.

As part of EPA’s development of cancer and non-cancer toxicity benchmarks specific to Libby amphibole asbestos, we are revisiting the potential risk posed by materials containing low levels of this contaminant and recommending prudent management practices where appropriate to reduce or minimize exposures to these materials.   EPA has requested the Kootenai Business Park Industrial District to suspend the sale of the wood chip materials, which they have done.

· Is there any explanation of why the EPA did not become aware of sale of material until last year, despite contractor CDM being headquartered at the Stimson mill site? Does the contractor bear any responsibility here?

The EPA’s contractor, CDM, is not charged with the responsibility of monitoring the movement of materials into or out of the Kootenai Business Park, in which their office is located.  Due to the presence of multiple businesses and activities in the park including Stinger Welding, there is a large volume of truck traffic in the area.


